STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Devinder Singh, Shivalik Market Association,

Phase-4, Near Shivalik Public School, Mohali. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA (PUDA),

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 477   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.
ORDER



None appeared on behalf of the parties.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 20.8.2007.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri B.S. Pooni, #363, Phase-6,

Mohali.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA (PUDA),

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali (SAS Nagar).







________________ Respondent

CC No. 478  of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Tara Singh, Sub-Divisional Engineer for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Shri Tara Singh appearing for the respondent has produced the record showing that efforts are being made to obtain administrative assistance for removal of the encroached land.  The complainant be informed accordingly.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K. Sayal, #2584,

Ward No.9, Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406.        


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 330 of 2007

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. 


and Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department

ORDER



The complainant states that the information asked for by him has been supplied to him to his satisfaction.  Even though the information has been supplied but Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer, Municipal Council, Khanouri has not bothered to appear before this Commission inspite of a direction of this Commission.

2.

The case is adjourned to 24.8.2007 when Shri Jhandu shall be present in person to clarify his stand in regard to his non appearance.   The Director Local Bodies, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh should ensure that Shri Jhandu appears before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 
3.

A copy of this order be sent to the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
CC


The Public Information Officer o/o the Director, Local Government, 


Punjab, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K. Sayal, #2584,

Ward No.9, Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406.        


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 331  of 2007

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. 


and Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department

ORDER



The complainant states that the information asked for by him has been supplied to him to his satisfaction.  Even though the information has been supplied but Shri Jhandu has not bothered to appear before this Commission inspite of a direction of this Commission.

2.

The case is adjourned to 24.8.2007 when Shri Jhandu shall be present in person to clarify his stand in regard to his non appearance..   The Director Local Bodies, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh should ensure that Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer, Municipal Council, Khanauri, District Sangrur appears before the Commission  on the next date of hearing. 
3.

A copy of this order be sent to the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

. 

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
CC
The Public Information Officer o/o the Director, Local Government, 


Punjab, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 Shri Mohinder Singh s/o Sh. Amar Chand,

R/o Vill. Nurpur Khurd, P.O. Jatauli,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Rupnagar._________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi,

Distt. Rupnagar.,




________________ Respondent

CC No. 605  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Mohinder Singh complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information sought for by the complainant relates to the sale of trees in Nurpur Bedi area for which the respondent-department was directed to supply information but failed to do so.  
2.

Case stands adjourned to 20.8.2007 when the Block Development Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi should be present in person to explain the position.
          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Ramesh Kumar Gupta (Advocate)

Cinema Building,

Kapurthala.







…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee,

Kapurthala







…..Respondent.

CC No.19  of 2007

Present: 
Shri Ramesh Kumar Gupta - complainant in person


    
Shri Surinder Singh, District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO o/o the 


Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala alongwith Shri Suraj Parkash, 


Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Kapurthala.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

An unsigned copy of the order dated 15th August 1938 has been produced by the respondent-department.  A perusal of the same show that prior to independence of  our country, the than Maharaja Kapurthala had given some land known as Shalimar Bagh to Municipal Council, Kapurthala  only for maintenance and not  for holding  any religious/political meetings therein. However, some of the area of this land has been encroached by various bodies like Dharamshala, Gurudwara and School. The revenue record indicated that it was in existence even prior to the year 1947.  There is no Government order for allotment of the above said land to such bodies and verbal orders of the Maharaja used to be obeyed and followed in the Princely states. The PIO from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala states that in the aforesaid land in addition to the above institutions,  a Red Cross Office, 9 shops of Red Cross Society,  Office of Municipal Council, Hindu Kanya Mahavidyalaya  have also came up besides residential area for the employees of  Municipal Council and also of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kapurthala.

3.

About unauthorized encroachment by Hindu Kanya Mahavidyalaya, earlier it was stated by the PIO from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala that stay has been granted by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on a petition moved by the Institution but later on it was stated that they have neither gone through the petition nor the order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. It was pleaded that since the information asked for by the complainant related to the Institution, the same could not be supplied in view of the stay granted by the High Court.  It was pointed out that the present case does not relate to the college and it relates to the unauthorized encroachment of Government land by the college for which there is no stay as admitted by the PIO from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.  According to him a survey was conducted which indicates that 17 kanals and 12 Marlas has been encroached by the College. According to Shri Suraj Parkash, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kapurthala a show cause notice was issued to the college in the month of September, 2006 but thereafter nothing seems to have been done in this case.  Shri Suraj Parkash is stated to have joined this assignment only about 20 days back. 

4.

Without going into  the details about unauthorized encroachment by various bodies and  the construction made  by the Municipal Council without approval of the Government,  the Commission has only to ensure that the asked for information is supplied.   If there has been any wrong in the administrative work, it has to be rectified by the appropriate authority.  The information available with the PIO of the DC, Kapurthala in respect of the land measuring 17 kanals 12 marlas with the college and that only one notice had been issued against the unauthorized encroachment should be intimated to the complainant.  It is also admitted that inspite of unauthorized encroachment water, electricity and sewerage connections have been provided to the college which clearly indicates that connivance on the part of the Municipal Council, Kapurthala and Punjab State Electricity Board.  Information on the above two points may be given to the complainant in writing and he can take up the matter with the appropriate authority.  The PIO from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala and Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kapurthala are instructed to be more responsive to the requests received from the citizens of India in providing the information.

5. 

In the order dated 11.6.2007, it had been   mentioned erroneously that the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kapurthala was not present whereas he had actually appeared alongwith some other representatives.  Therefore, the aforesaid order to extent it imposed fine on Shri Lachhman Singh Saini, the then Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kapurthala is modified and set aside.

6.

The case stands disposed of with the above observations.
          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Gill Road, Ludhiana-141003.




--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Medical Education and

Research, 714/7, Mini Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







---------Respondent

AC No. 108    of 2006

Present:-
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira complainant in person.



Shri Prem Singh Aulakh, Superintendent (Health-3 Branch)-cum-


APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



This is a case which indicates apathy on the part of the Health Department and Medical Education and Research Department. Appellant had moved his original application before the Commission on 8.5.2006.  In this case already five hearings have taken place and today is the sixth hearing.  Shri Prem Singh Aulakh who joined as Superintendent of Medical Education and Research Department only on 13.7.2007 states that application of the appellant was received in their office and the same was not traceable in their office so the concerned dealing Assistant has been charge-sheeted.  It has taken 14 months for the department to come to the conclusion that application in question is not traceable/available.

2.

Least what we can say that the attitude of the officials of Health Department and Medical Education and Research Department has been not up to the mark in view the spirit of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  In the order dated 11.6.2007, it was made clear that Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health Services who is the Public Information Officer of the Department should appear personally. He was informed by his representative to be present personally failing which action should be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Neither he nor his representative has appeared to clarify the position.  Similarly in the said order dated 11.6.2007, Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health Services was instructed that appellant should be paid compensation @ Rs.500/- per hearing after all hearings held on or after 27.4.2007.  Appellant says that he has not got any compensation from any source.  

3.

In the order dated 11.6.2007, it was clearly warned that Commission will be constrained to take a serious note if these instructions are not adhered to but the Department has not come forward to say any thing.  This Commission, therefore, imposes a fine @ Rs.250/- per day on Shri K.B.S.Sidhu, IAS, Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health Services-cum- PIO of the department w.e.f. 27.4.2007 subject to a maximum of Rs.25000/-.  It will be the responsibility of the Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab to recover the said amount in two equal installments from the salary of Shri K.B.S.Sidhu and deposit the same in the Government Treasury under the relevant Head under intimation to this Commission.  For this point, case will again come up for hearing on 10.9.2007 for confirmation that the amount of fine has been recovered from the Public Information Officer, Department of Health and deposited in the Government treasury.

4.

As far as Medical Education and Research Department is concerned they have been trying to take this Commission for a ride as such PIO of Health and Medical Education should personally appear to explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not only for not supplying the information but also for misleading and mis-representing before this Commission.  On the next date of hearing besides Shri K.B.S. Sidhu, IAS, and Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health Services, PIOs of the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health Services and Department of Medical Education and Research should also be present.

5.

Case stands adjourned to 13.8.2007.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Gurmej Singh s/o Shri Atma Singh,

Vill. Pir Mohd., Basti Singh Pura,

Tehsil Zira, District Ferozepur.






















Complainant






Vs

The .Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Makhu, District Ferozepur.









Respondent

.



  CC No. 787 of 2006
Present: 
None for the complainant 



Shri Sat Pal, Panchayat Secretary-cum- APIO for respondent-


department.
ORDER



It is stated that the information is ready and an intimation in this regard has been sent to the complainant but he has not come to collect the same.  None appeared on behalf of the complainant. 

2.

The respondent department is directed to send the information in question to the complainant by registered post today itself.

3.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Hemant Kumar Sayal

Sayal Street, Sirhind-140406.





















Complainant






Vs

ThePublic Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind.










Respondent

.



  CC No. 797 of 2006
Present: 
Shri N.K. Sayal on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh and 


Dharminder Kumar, APIO for respondent-department.
ORDER

1.

Shri N.K. Sayal has not been able to furnish authorization letter on behalf of the complainant. 

2.

Case is adjourned to 24.8.2007.  Shri Charanjit Singh will ensure that the necessary   information is supplied before the said date so that on the next date of hearing the case is disposed of.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sukhdev Singh

s/o Shri Mehar Singh,

VPO Dhaipai, Block Pakhowal,

District Ludhiana.







_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, 

Ludhiana.








________________ Respondent

CC No. 228  of 2007

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Kulwant Singh, Junior Engineer for the respondent-



department.

ORDER



Information in question has been supplied to the complainant.  On the complaint; the respondent-department issued a show-cause notice which was challenged by the Sarpanch in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court which has been stayed. 

2.

Earlier Shri Manoj Dhanda, BDPO, Pakhowal had appeared and had stated on 11.6.2007 that the information has been provided.  According to Shri Kulwant Singh appearing for the respondent-department, the detail was asked from the Panchayat about income and expenditure.  For this they approached the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and got stayed.

3.

In view of the stay granted by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, case is adjourned sine-die with a direction that Shri Kulwant Singh, Junior Engineer will keep the Commission informed about the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Naresh Sharma,

Ex-Councilor, Geenral Secretary,

Bhartiya Janta Party, Hathi Gate, Amritsar. . _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 568   of 2007

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Ist Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Des Raj #65-C, Phase-1,

Urban Estate, Bathinda-151001.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator,

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Sector 62, Mohali.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  226  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Des Raj complainant in person.



Shri Rajinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



The record indicates that PUDA authorities are not coming out with clean hands and have been doing favoritism selectively. Complainant is asking for an order about scraping of PUDA’s policies but the same is not forthcoming.  It is stated that an affidavit was given in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court that the old policy has been scrapped and the new policy is being formulated.  Neither the petition in that case nor the order has been produced. The Commission can not say anything in the absence of petition and orders of the court.   

2.

Shri Rajinder Singh, Superintendent appearing for the respondent-department says that the information has been called from various branches and the same has not come forward, it is observed that Shri Rajinder Singh is not fully conversant with the facts or he is not coming out clearly with full facts.  Shri Hardev Singh, PIO of the respondent-department should be present with full facts on the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2007.
          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Nirmal Singh s/o Shri Faqir Chand

Village Attewali, 

Tehsil & District Fatehgarh Sahib. 





















…Complainant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council

Sirhind,

Distt: Fategarh Sahib









…..Respondent.

CC No.72  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant.
               
Shri Charanjit Singh, Executive Officer alongwith Shri Dharminder 


Kumar, Junior Assistant  for the respondent-department 

ORDER



Case was fixed for today for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case, therefore, stands disposed of.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Contractor, Syal Street,

Sirhind







_ Complainant 

Vs.
The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind






……… Respondent

CC No.  555  of 2006

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal for the complainant


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri  Charanjit Singh, E.O. 


and Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant is not supplied to his satisfaction.  The Executive Officer, Shri Charanjit Singh who has joined about two months back took the plea that tenders are invited in anticipation of the budget/income and similarly at times with political influence works are carried out not strictly  or by chronological orders but at the directions of the President, Municipal Council, Sirhind, MLA or other political persons.  Certain practices which are being followed particularly in Municipal Council, Sirhind are ultra vires of the directions issued by the Government.  For the elected representative the compulsions are different and it is for the permanent civil servants to make political bosses aware about instructions/policies/guidelines issued by the Government with the request that they should be adhered to.  It is also stated that various Government instructions that if any body brings any pressure which should be brought in black and white which is not the case in the instant case. Not having a proper work order book not intimating to the lowest tender are two glaring examples which indicate that everything is not right with Municipal Council, Sirhind.  It will be in the fitness of the things if Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government orders a special audit about the working of the Municipal Council, Sirhind.

2.

It is further observed that though the information is sought as early as in September, 2006 but the same was not forthcoming till about month and a half back, it was represented before this Commission by the predecessors of Shri Charanjit Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind.  Predecessors of Shri Charanjit Singh, Shri S.J. Sharma had pleaded in more than one hearing that he was unwell or on medical leave and during that time he had asked Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu to provide the information and according to him Shri Jhandu was not obeying his orders.  Shri Jhandu being S.O. of the Building Branch and all information relates to that branch was not being supplied either to the complainant or even to him.  Today Shri Jhandu was specially directed to appear before this Commission and he has failed to carry out the orders.  He has also not explained why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  It is also observed that the information which was being supplied was vague and evasive.
3.

The case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007, when final orders will be passed.  Commission in its order dated 11.6.2007 had ordered that a compensation @ Rs.500/- per hearing since 9.3.2007, the same part has not been carried out.  Before the next date of hearing Shri Charanjit Singh, EO will ensure that this amount is paid to the complainant.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
CC:
1.
The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,



Local Government Department, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 



Chandigarh. 

2.
Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer, Municipal Council, 


Khanauri, District Sangrur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sher Singh

Municipal Councilor

Ward No. 4, Sirhind 






Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  451  of 2006

Present: 
None for the complainant.


Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. 


and  Shri Dharminder Kumar, PIO for the respondent department

ORDER



In this case, Shri Charanjit Singh states that the information has been supplied to the complainant.  In the absence of the complainant nothing can be said. Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2007.

2.

Inspite of the clear orders dated 22.6.2007 that Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer should be present personally but he is not here today.  If he does not appear on the next date, ex-parte decision will be taken.

3.

In the order dated 22.6.2007, compensate was awarded to complainant for Rs.1000/- which has been sent vide cheque NO.746451 dated 13.7.2007 drawn of Orient Bank of Commerce, Sirhind.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
CC



Shri Harmel Singh Jhandu, Section Officer, Municipal Council, 


Khanauri (Sangrur)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Syal Street,

Sirhind









_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  853  of 2006

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. and Shri 


Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department

ORDER



Information in question was sent by fax and registered post on 12.7.2007.  Shri Sayal can go through the same.  Case is adjourned to 24.8.2007.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Syal Street,

Sirhind







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  852  of 2006

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. and Shri 


Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department

ORDER



Information in question was sent by fax and registered post on 12.7.2007.  Shri Sayal can go through the same.  Case is adjourned to 24.8.2007.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Syal Street,

Sirhind







_ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Sirhind







_ Respondent

CC No.  851  of 2006

Present: 
Shri N.K.Sayal complainant in person.


    
Shri Kamal Satija, Advocate alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, E.O. and Shri 


Dharminder Kumar, PIO
for the respondent department

ORDER



Information in question was sent by fax and registered post on 12.7.2007.  Shri Sayal can go through the same.  Case is adjourned to 24.8.2007.

          ( P.P.S. Gill)



           
 ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

July 16, 2007.
